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THE WEEK

U.S.-Chiang Plane Downed

A U.S.-made plane of the Chiang
Kai-shek gang was shot down by
the Chinese Air Force over east
China on January 9 when it intruded
on a harassing and sabotage mission.
The plane plummeted into the sea.

Lin Piao, Vice-Premier and Min-
ister of National Delence, issued
an order commending the Air Force
unit concerned for this victory. The
order cited the unit’'s prompt action.
skill, courage and precise command.
It said that the vietory, which was a
scvere blow to the encmy, was the
result of the unil’s elforts to aea-
tively study and apply Chaiiman
Mao Tse-tung's works, give prom-
inence {o polilics and base all work
on combat readiness. It called [or
continued efforts to win still bigger
victories in the [uture.

Indian Slanders Refuted

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs
sent a note to the Indian Embassy in
Peking on January 6 refuting the
slandercus charges against China
fabricated by the Indian Ministry of
External Affairs in its six notes to
China from November 27 lo Decem-
ber 13, 1965. The note categorically
rejected the unwarranted protests
lodged by India on the basis of these
slanders.

Pointing out that
Covernment’s recent frantic elforts
to create tension by armed force
along the Sino-Indian border and the
China-Sikkim border were enlirely
prompted by the requirements of its
current internal and external policies,
the Chinese note reaffirmed that if
India continued its intrusions and
provocations, China would slrike
back resolutely. Repudialing Indian
charges against China's “intrusions,”
the Foreign Minisiry said that these
rumours and slanders spread by the
Indian Government only further ex-
posed the latter’s true fealures.
“Whether on the Sino-Indian border

the Indian

or on the China-Sikkim bound-
ary, the Chinese f{rontier guards
and civilian personnel have not

crossed eilther the line of actual con-
trol or the boundary between the
two sides. The charges made by the
Indian Government in its notes about
Chinese ‘intrusions’ are all deliberate
and complete fabrications,” the note
stated.

In its notes to China, the Indian
Government accused Chinese troops
of entering the Longju and Che Dong
area and alleged that China “has
violated the well-established interna-
tional boundary of India in the
sector.” Reminding India
that it had long been established that
Llongju and Che Dong were inside
Chinese territory, the Chinese note
said that the Indian Government's
new reference to these two places
and its describing the illegal Me-
Mahon Line as the Sino-Indian
boundary in the eastern seclor re-
vealed India’s expansionist designs on
Chinese  territory.  *The Chinese
Government,” the note said, “hercbhy
once again states to the Indian
Government that the McMahon Line
is illegal and has never been recog-
nized by China. The 90,000 square
kilemetres of Chinese territorv south
of the McMahon Line is now still
under India’s unlawful occupation.
The Chinese Government for ever re-
tains the right to settle this ques-
tion.”

castern

The Chinese Foreign Minisiry also
refuted India's charges aboul
called Chinese “intrusions” in the
weslorn  sector of the Sino-Indian
boundary and across the China-
Sikkim border. It drew attention to
the fact that it was India that had been
using Sikkim's territory to commit
ceascless intrusions and provocations
against China and create tension on the
China-Sikkim boundary. Unmasking
India’s real aims in slandering China
and creating tension, the note said:
“Facls in the past few years show
that whenever the Indian Govern-
ment needs to beg for aid [rom the
U.S. imperialists and their collabora-
tors, it intensifies its inlrusions into
China, creates tension and sels in
motion ils rumour-mongering ma-
chinery to smear her in a big way.
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Chinese Leaders Greet Albania’s 20th

Anniversary

Chinese Party and state leaders
Mao Tse-tung, Liu Shao-chi, Chu
Teh and Chou En-lai sent a message
on January 10 to Albanian Party
and stafte  leaders Enver Hoxha,
Haxhi Lleshi and Mehmet Shehu,
warmly greeting the 20th anniver-
sary of the founding of the Albanian
People’s Republic.

The message reads in part as fol-

lows:
“Following  Albania's liberation
cay  on  November 29, 1944, the

founding of the Albanian Peonle's
Republic was another cvent  of
preat historie significance in the life
of the Albanian people. The in-
diesivious and courageous people of
Albania, under the wise leadership
of the Albanian Parly of Labour
headed by Comrade Enver Hoxha,
have achicved great successes in so-
ialist revolution and socialist con-

struction  in  the past 20 years.

It is preciscly to cope with the in-
creasingly serious food shortage at
home and to meet the needs of its
arms expansion and war preparations
that the Indian Government is inten-
sifying its intrusions into China.”

Dzhomey and Central African
Republic Unilaterally Break
Off Relations With China

The Republic of Dahomey and the
Central African Republic announced
on January 3 and 6 respeclively the
ending and severance of diplomatic
relations with China. The Chinese
Foreign Ministry lodged serious pro-
tests  with both Governments for
unilaterally and unwarrantedly tear-
ing up their agreements with China
on the establishment of diplomatic
relations.,

Chinese Ambassador {o Dahomey
Li Yun-chuan and his staff left Daho-
mey for home on January 5. The
Charge d’Affaires and staff members
of the Chinesc Embassy in the Cen-
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Albania has successfully completed
its Third Five-Year Plan. Imbued
with confidence and bringing inlo
full play their revolutionary spirit
of seclf-reliance, hard work and
struggle, the Albanian people are
now doing their best to implement
their Fourth Five-Year Plan which
began this year. The Chinese peco-
ple heartily rejoice at the great suc-
cesses of the fraternal Albanian peo-
ple. We are convinced that the
Albanian people will make new and
still greater achievements in  their
march {orward in building socialism.

“The Albanian Party of Labour,
the Government of the People’s Re-
public of Albania and the Albanian
people. by holding aloft the revolu-
tionary banner ol Marxism-Leninism
and resolutely opposing Khrushehov
revisionism, holding aloft the fight-
ing banner of opposing imperialism
and resolutely opposing the US. im-
perialist policies of aggression and

tral Alvican Republie left for home
cn January 8.

Dahomey and China jointly an-
nounced in November 1964 their
decision to establish diplomatic re-
lations.  The Government of Daho-
mey recegnized the Government of
the People’s Republic of China as
the sole legal government represent-
ing the entire Chinese people.

Since the laiter part of November
last year, Dahomey has been in the
grip of a political crisis. On De-
cember 22, Army  Chicel-of-Staff
Christophe Soglo announced that
the army had temporarily taken over
power and that a new government
with himself as the President and
Prime Minister had been formed.

On  January 3, Emile Zinsou,
Fercign Minister of the new gov-
crnment, notilied Chinese Ambas-
sador Li Yun-chuan of the decision
to end diplomatic relations with
China. He also demanded that the
Chinese Embassy staflf leave Daho-
mey within three days. Ambassador

war, and actively supporting the
anti-imperialist revolutionary strug-
gles of the people ol Asia, Africa,
Latin America and other parts of
the world, have made important
contribulions to the defence of world
prace and promotion of human prog-
ress. The Albanian Party of La-
bour and the People’s Republic of
Albania are exerting greater and
greater influence in the inlerna-
tional arena and their international
prestige is rising higher and higher.

“The {wo Parties of China and
Albania, the two couniries and the
two peoples have always closely co-
operated, supported cach other and
forged a great friendship and mili-
tant unily in combating imperialism,
building sozialism  and  promoting
the revolution of the world's peaple,
and in the struggle against modern
revisionism and to defend Marxism-
Leninism. This friendship and unity
of ours, buill on the basis of the
principles of Marxism-Leninism and
proletarian internationalism, are

eternal and unbreakable, and will
shine with ever greater brillianee.”

Li Yun-chuan immediately protested
against this grave step unjustifiably
taken by the new government,

Coup in Central Africa. On Now
Yecar’'s Day, Army Chief-of-Staff
Jean-Berdel Bokassa of the Cential
African Republic staged a military
coup and overthrew the government
headed by David Dacko. Three
days later a new government was
sct up and Bokassa appointed him-
self  President, Prime Minister,
Minister for Defence and Jus-
tice. On January 5, the new gov-
ernment’s Foreign Minister met Chi-
nese Charge d’Affaires ad interim
Chu Chun-yi and expressed the
“desire of the new Central African
Government to continue diplomatic
relations with the People’s Republic
of China.” The next day, however,
the Bokassa regime, disvegarding its
own promisc and the eclemeniary
principles governing  inlernational
relations, brazenly and unilaterally
broke off diplomatic relations with

(Continued on p. 24.)
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Johnson Administration’s Big Conspiracy

by OBSERVER

GIGANTIC fraud, a carefully planned big conspiracy
around the question of Vietnam, is being feverishly
perpetrated.

Recently, the Johnson Administration played two
cards. The first was the “pause in the bombing” of
north Vietnam, which has continued for many days. The
second was the “l4-point™ proposition, made allegedly
“in the scaich for a peaceful settlement” of the Viet-
nam question,

Thercupon, Washington bigwigs have been rushing
around. dashing from one capital to another or plotting
sehind closed doors.  Quite a number of people have
been openly echoing their words or sceretly working
in co-ordinalion with them. Asscciated Piess said that
“what appears to be the most intense and wide rang-
ing U.S. peace offensive on Victnam in months is now
under way.”

The Johnson Adminiztration has presented ils “14
points™ in iha most glowing terms and to the generous
applause of its clague. But what kind of stuff is this
“I1-point” proposilion made of?

It seems to be very high-sounding and impressive.
Put a carcful study shows that it contains nothing new
at aii from beginning to end. Each one of the “14 points”
has already been talked about by the Johnson Ad-
minisiration in almost the same words on different oc-
casions. The only difference is that (his time they have
beea thrown together, embellished and served up on
one platler.

U.S. Tore Up Geneva Agreements Long Ago

First of all, the Johnson Administration has put up
a signboard professing that it upholds the Gencva
agreemenls.  Point One of the “14 poinis” says with
tongue in cheek: “The Geneva accords of 1954 and 1962
would provide an adequate basis for peace in Southecast
Asia.” There is nothing wrong with the statemont
itself, but coming from the mouth of the Government
of the United Stales it is a lantastic lie.

True, the Geneva accords should have served as
the “basis” for peace in Indo-China. Bul the United
States has biasted this “basis” long ago with aireralt
and guos.  Insicad of stopping its aggression against
Vietnam and wiithdrawing all its forces of aggression
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from south Vietnam, the United States now hrazenly
declares that it is in favour of taking the Geneva agree-
ments as a “basis.” This is plain deception, and not
worth a cent.

The painstakingly refurbished “14 points” of the
Johnson Administration try to creaic the impression
that the United States is willing to respeet the Geneva
agreements from now on. Is this really the case? No!
A brief analysis of the “14 points” proves that the
United States does not have the least sincerity to
return to the Geneva agreements and take them as
the “basis.”

Point One of the “14 points™ coniradicts the other
13 points. The lalter ncgate the former.

Point Two says that the United States “would
weleome a conference on Southeast Asia as a whole or
on any part of i..” Point Three says that it “would
engage in negotiations with no pre-conditions what-
soever,” and Point Four states that it “would engage in
unconditional discussions outside the lramework of a
formal conference.” It should be noted that since
Point One agrees to take the Gonova agreemonts as
the “basis™ for a settlement of the issues of Southeast
Asia, “negoliations™ on these issues cannot be uncon-
ditional, but should be on the condition that the
Geneva agreements shall be fullilicd. The reason why
the Johnson Administration insists on “unconditional
discussions” is that it is actually layving down the condi-
tion that it will not fulfil the Geneva agreements. While
it talks about agreeing to take ithese agreements as the
“basis,” in actual fact it wants others to come to the
confercnce table for “negotiations™ on the “basis™ that
its troops will continue to hang on in south Vietnam and
carry out aggression against Vietnam.

Real Meaning of “Cessation of Hostilities”

Point Five says: “A cessalion of hoslilities would
be a suitable first order of business in any negotiations
or discussions.” It is trué that “hostilities” are actual-
ly poing on in south Vietham. Bu! how did they
break out?  France pulled cut frem Vietnam in com-
pliance with the Geneva agrooments, butl the United
Siates stepped in o replace the ronch eolonialists.
The United States tore up the Goeneva agreem
dizpalched 1orvoe forces of aggression to invade soulh
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Vietnam, kill the people there and burn down their
homes, Naturally, the south Vietnamese pcople have
every right to fight back. If the United States really
has any sincerity about upholding the Geneva agree-
ments and withdraws its armed forces, how could there
be “hostilities” between Vietnam and the United Siates
which are separated by a vast ocean? But the Johnson
Administration does not have the slightest intention of
taking this course. On the contrary, it is carrying on
a war of aggression against Vietnam and at the same
time it is raising a great noise about “cessation of
hestilities” and talking about making this the *first
order of business” in “negotiations.” What does this
mean? It means that if the United States has its way,
the day “negotiations” begin will be the day the Viet-
namese people are bound hand and foot. The US.
armed [orces will then be able to stay on in south
Vietnam while the south Vietnamese people will not
be allowed to drive these aggressors out. Can this bhe
termed taking the Geneva agreements as the “basis™?
Which article or which paragraph in the Geneva azree-
ments gives the United States the special right to com-
mil aggression agairst Vietnam?

Point Six says: “Hanoi's four points could be
discussed.” This is a gesture by the Johnson Adminis-
tration to mislead people. In fact, it is a sinister plot.
What is the Democratic Republic of Vietnam's four-
point proposition? It is, in short, that the U.S. troops
must be completely withdrawn from south Vietnam.
that U.S. aggression against the whole of Vietnam must
be stopped, and that the Vietnamese people musl be
allowed to settle their own alfairs. The basic spirit of
this proposition is also the basic spirit of the Geneva
agreements.  If the Johnson Administration is real-
ly in favour of uphelding the Geneva agreements, it
should completely accept the four-point proposition of
the Demiocratic Republic of Vietnam and act according-
ly. However, it is not willing to do so. Instead, full
of guile and cunniag, it says that the proposition “could
be discussed.” What is more, it puts its own “14 points”
on a par with the four-point proposition. This amounts
to replacing the latter with the former. To put it blunt-
Iy, Washington's aim is to lure the Vietnamese people
to agree to negotiate and turn the four-point proposi-
tion and the Geneva agreements into something which
can be bargained over, so that negotiations will drag
on indefinitely and the U.S. troops can hang on in
south Vietnam.

All Empty Promises

Point Seven says: “It [the United States] wants
no bases in Southeast Asia.” Point Eight
“It wants no continuing U.S. military presence in south
Victnam.” Point Nine says: “It has expressed its sup-
port for free elections in Vietnam.” Point Ten says:
“Reunificalion should be arranged through free discus-
sions among the peoples concerned.” Point Eleven says:
“The nations of Southeast Asia should be neutral if

Says:
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that is their option.” These five points have been
brought up by the Johnson Administration in one
mouthful in an obvious attempt to show that the United
States not only respects the Geneva agreements in
principle but intends to abide by their provisions and
carry them out on almost all imporlant questions.

All this sounds like a solemn vow! Anyone hear-
ing it might think that the Johnson Administration is
not only sincere but magnanimous: DBases will be
abandoned, troeps withdrawn, elections held, reunifica-
tion arranged. It looks as il a peacelul settlement of
the Vietnam question is just round the corner.

As a matter of fact, these are all empty promises
handed out frecly by the Johnson Administration. It
is committed to nothing on any of these points. It costs
nothing to talk in such fine words.

Is the United States really willing to pull out its
troops?  The Johnson Administration says yes, but
on one condition, that is, Hanoi should stop “conquer-
ing” south Vietnam. The plain fact, however, is that
the United States is committing aggression while the
people of south Vietnam are resisting, and the people
of north Vietnam are helping them. How can anyone
talk of “conquest” by Hanoi? U.S. aggression is the
cause and the Vietnamese people’s resistance is the ef-
feet. The only solution is for the United States to with-
draw all its troops and stop its aggression against the
whole of Vietnam. The Vietnamese people will not
cease their struggle as long as the United States con-
tinues aggression. Reversing cause and effect, the John-
son Administration wants the Viectnamese people 1o
stop their resistance first and demands that Hanoi stop
its “conquest” as a condition for the withdrawal of
U.S. troops. This actually means that it is not prepared
to withdraw its troops.

Sending In Large Reinforcements

The fact now is that the United States has not
withdrawn a single soldier; instead. it is sending in
large reinforcements. Two days after the publication
of the “14 points,” advance elements of the U.S. 25th
Division arrived in south Vietnam. Far [rom dismantl-
ing any base, the United States is energetically expand-
ing its military bases in south Vietnam and other places
in Southeast Asia. All this proves that the United
States has not the slightest intention of withdrawing
its troops, but is preparing to send still more U.S.
treops to south Vietnam and other parts of Southeast
Asia.

The withdrawal of all troops and war material by
the United States from south Vietnam is the prerequi-
site for a political settlement of the Vietnam question
and the key to upholding the Geneva agreements.
Since the Johnson Administration is not withdrawinz
its troops and has no intention of doing so, how can
there be “free elections” and “reunification” in Viei-
nam? And since the Johnson Administration is cx/end-
ing its aggressive war in Southeast Asia. is it not

Pelking Review, No. 3



making a great laughing-stock of itsell by saying that
“ithe nations ol Southeast Asia should be neutral”?

Calculations of Marauders

Point Twelve says: The United States “much pre-
fers to use its resources for economic and social con-
struction in Southeast Asia and that if there were peace,
north Vietnam could take part in that regional effort.”
As for the Johnson Administration’s “development”
programme, the Vietnamese people have long ago
pointed it out as being “the calculations” of “stupid
marauders.” No allempt to buy over the heroic Vict-
namese people will ever succeed. And now the Johnson
Administration is coming up again with the same old
poppycock! This is a great insult to the Vietnamese
people.

Point Thirteen says: “The Viet Cong would have
no trouble having its views heard if Hanoi ended ag-
gression 1o the south.”

This worn-out theme about “if Hanoi ended aggres-
sion to the south” has been repeated ad nauseam. The
implication is that the people in the south must stop
their struggle to resist U.S. aggression and save the
country, and that the people in the north must stop
helping their compatriots in the south.

So long as U.S. imperialism does not change its
policy of aggression against south Vietnam and does
not withdraw all its troops, the people in the south
will never give up their just struggle. In these cir-
cumstances, it stands to reason that the people in the
north should help their brethren in the south. The peo-
ple all over the world have the right to help the south
Vietnamese people in their struggle against aggression;

why should the people in north Vietnam be singled out
and denied this right?

Helping the South Is the Sacred Right of the
People in North Vietnam

The Geneva agreements confirm that the Viet-
namese nation is an entity and in black and white
undertake to respect Vietnam's “sovereignty, indepen-
dence, unity and territorial integrity, and to refrain [rom
any interference in its internal affairs.” and declare
that the provisional military demarcation line “should
not in any way be interpreted as constiluting
a political or territorial boundary.” The U.S. impoerial-
ists instructed the puppet clique in south Vietnam to
sabolage the nationwide elections which should have
been held in 1956 according to the Geneva agreements,
and thus brought about the division of the country.
They then blatantly extended the war from the south
to the north, and thus destroyed the military demar-
cation line. U.S. imperialism has wilfully and perfid-
iously torn the Geneva agreements to shreds. It has
no right whatever to take this or that article of the
agreements and distort them to bind the Vielnamese
people. In the present circumstances, the 31 million
Vietnamese people naturally must unite as one in a
common struggle to smash the U.S. imperialist aggres-
sion and drive out all the U.S. troops, so as fo liberate
the south, defend the north and thus achicve the reunifi-
cation of their fatherland. This the Vietnamese people
are doing precisely because they want to uphold the
Geneva agreements. Let it be said in unequivocal
terms that the north Vietnamese people have the in-
alienable and sacred right to help the south Vietnamese
people in any form and on any scale in their struggle
to resist U.S. aggression and save the country.

Hawk in Dove's Clothing
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The Johnson Administration says that if the peo-
ple in the north cease supporting the people in the
south, then “the Viet Cong would have no {rouble hav-
ing its views heard.” This is preposterous! Why does
the right of the south Vietnamese people to express
their own views need the approval of the United States
and, moreover. why should they have to offer the
United States anything in exchange for this right?
Nothing could be more ridiculous.

The South Vietnam National Front for Liberation is
the leader of the south Vietnamese people in their
struggle to resist U.S. aggression and save the country,
and it is the sole representative of the south Vietnamese
people. The programme of the South Vietnam Nation-
al Front for Liberation and its five-part statement of
Mairch 22 last year express in concentrated form the
will of the 14 million people of south Vietnam. Since
the Johnson Administration does not acceptl this live-
part stalement, how then can there be any talk of a
political settlement of the Vietnamese question?

So-Called Stop-the-Bombing “Offer” Is Outright
Blackmail

The Last Point says: The United States “could
stop bombing the north if it could get an indicalion
of what such a cessation would bring aboul.” Here
we have the essence of the “14-point” proposition.

The so-called stop-the-bombing “offer” is out-
right blackmail. For ten months, in flagrant violation
of the 17th Parallel, U.S. imperialism has been bombing
a sovereign state. In doing so it has not only thrown
the Geneva accords overboard, but has ruthlessly
trampled on all principles of international law. It has
not yet paid for the serious crimes it has committed in
north Victnam and the heavy blood-debis it has in-
curred there; nosw [ wants semething more — it wants
to gain something i exchange for “stopping  the
bombing." If one were to accept this kind of reason-
ing, wouldn't it m~an that the aggressor must not he
punished but, instead, be rewarded? If such logic
were to prevail. the Uaited States could commit ag-
gression against one country today and bomb another
tormarcow, nnad then issue a statement to (he cfiect: We
may stop for a while, but you, the victiims of agEroes-
sion, must give us something in exchanege, Thus, the
guestion arises: What wonld the world be lile if U.S.
imperialism is allowed (o 5o on in this lawless way?

An Old Dodge Repeated

The “pause in bombing” is simply a repetition of
the Johnson Adminisiration’s old dodge. Last May, it
suspended bombing for a few days and in conjunction
with that sent a message to the Democratic Republice
of Vietnam saying, in effect: Since we have suspended
the bombing you must stop supporting south Vietnam

otherwise we'll resuno.

Of course this is not acc pi-
able to the Vietramese people. The Democratic Re-
public of Vietnam justly exposed this villainous black-
mail, and that particular “suspension of bombing”
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trick was soon discredited. Subsequently, widespread
comments were heard from the ruling circles in the
United States, and murmurs among the modern revi-
sionists too, that the trick had not been very well
played. In the first place, they said, the United States
should not have spoken so bluntly, and in the second
place, the suspension should not have been so short. This
time, the Johnson Administration appears to be taking
the advice of these people — its present pause in bomb-
ing is longer than it was on the previous occasion.
Significantly, after the “14 points” were published on
last December 27 by the United States Information
Service, the Johnson Administration made a noticeable
revision in the fourteenth point. Originally, it said that
the United States could stop the bombing if it could get
an indication of what such a cessation would “bring
about.” The revised version said that the United States
could stop the bombing even without the slightesl “hint
or suggestion” from the other side. What all this
reveals is that the Johnson Administration is racking
its brains over the question, and it is growing more and
more crafty in its tricks.

At present, U.S. imperialism and its pariners are
pinning their hopes of achieving their “peace talks™
scheme on the “pause in bombing.” What the Johnson
Administration is saying in fact is: I may refrain from
bombing the north; I will go on fighting in the south
as before; but it is impermissible for the north te aid
the south. There is something utterly vicious about
this. It amounts to telling the people in the north that
they must tolerate U.S, imperialism’s aggression and
devastation of the south, and accept the permanent
division of their fatherland. It amounts to telling the
people in the north to give up their right to help their
kith and kin and telling the entire Vietnamese people
to rencunce their national aspirations for the reunifi-
cation of their fatherland. In essence, it amounts to
telling the people in the north to leave in the lurch
tlicir people in the south who are heroically fighting
to resist U.S. aggression and save the country. This
is of course absolutely unacceptable both to the people
of the north, who regard it as their sacred duty to aid
the south, and to the people of the south, who regard it
as their glorious duty to liberate the south and defend
the north.

“14-Point” Proposition Is Revised Version of
“Unconditional Discussions”

In short, by offering this “14-point” proposition,
the Johnson Administration wants to continue the old
game of “unconditional discussions” which it started
on April 7 last year. It is only because this stale non-
sense is a stench in cv("r_vonv's nostrils that the Johnson
Administration now finds it neccessary to dish it up in
a new form. However, no discerning person will fail
to recognize that stripped of ils trimmings the “14-
point” proposition is Johnson’s same old malcdorous
“unconditional discussions” proposal, the sanie Johnson
war blackmail that the United States “could stop
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bembing the north™ if “Hanoi ended aggression to the
south.” That is what it all adds up to.

Yet the Johnson Administration is peddling this
same old trash as though it were something new. As
soon as the “14 points™ were published, Washington
sent droves of high officials out to various parts of the
world. Ambassador-at-large Harriman, well known as
an “able negotiator,” flew to Warsaw, Belgrade, New
Delhi, Teheran and Cairo.  Goldberg, described as “a
peace envoy,” hurried to the Vatican, Rome, Paris and
London. Humphrey went off to Tokvo. McGeorge
Bundy visited Ottawa. G. Mennen Williams rushed to
Africa. Thomas Mann went to Mexico. In Washingtlon,
Rusk histrionically declared that if others “turn up at
Geneva tomorrow,” “I'll be there.” All this indicates
Wushington’s desperate hurry!

At the same time. through various political chan-
nels, unusually  intensive activities around the “14
points™ are being carried on by a bunch of followers
of the United States, who are using the “pause in bomb-
ing” as “capital.”™ In the vole of political broker for
the United States, the British Labour government is
going about it with great zeal. Using the United Na-
tions as his base of operations, U Thant is working
hand in glove with the United States and serving as
its go-between.  Senior Indian officials. who hate to be
outdone, are actively probing in all divections. In Rome,
the Pope has been terribly busy, issuing an “appeal”
and writing letters left and right.

Special Hope Put on Khrushchov Revisicnists and
Followers

In pulting its “peace falks” hoax into operation,
the Johnson Administration places special hope on the
Khrushchov revisienists and their followers. It besan
the “pause in bombing” on December 24, and on the
same day its ambassador in Moscow, Kohler, called on
Soviet Vice-Foreign Minister V.V. Kuznelsov. Three
days later, Washington published its “14-point” propo-
sition; the very next day, the Sovict Union announced
that a dclegation headed by A.N. Shelepin would visit
Vietnam. Then on December 29, senior U.S. officials
began their travels overseas as salesmen for the “peace
talks” scheme. On the same day, Kohler called on N.V.
Podgorny, President of the Presidium of the Supreme
Soviet of the U.S.S.R. Commenis in American and other
Weslern newspapers indicated that the United Staies
and the Sovict Union “seem to take, each on its part,
an action which will perhaps have many common fea-
tures” and that “before taking the decision that Shele-
pin should visit Hanoi, the Sovict Union obviously was
tipped off in one form or another by the United States
about the pause in its bombing. The United States
hopes that the Soviet Union will exert its influence to
persuade Hanoi to sit down at the conference table.”

Why is the Johnson Administration in such a hurry
to scll its “14-point™ proposition?

The United States now finds itself fighting a war
in south Vietnam which it eannot win, but it does not
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want to withdraw. At home. the anti-war movement is
rzpidly spreading among different strata of the people,
and among the ruling circles there is endless bickering;
abroad, the Johnson Administration's policy of aggres-
sion against Vietnam is under attack on all sides, and
very few of its allies are willing to lend a hand. In
short, both at home and abroad the Johnson Adminis-
tration is in dire straits. It is going through a most
trying time.

Groping in a Blind Alley

Battered on the battlefield, the Johnson Adminis-
tration secks “a way out” through its “peace talks”
swindle. Still sceking “a way out” when the swindle
fails, it reverts to war expansion. For a year now,
the Johnson Administration has been groping in
this blind alley. This has become its law of motion.
Now it is engaged in a still greater militury build-
up in Vietnam and Indo-China as a whaie, while
in the United States itself it is carrying on war mobi-
lization on a still larger scale. The whole course of
events proves that the gigantic U.S. “peace talks” fraud
is the overture to wider war. As the spokesman of the
Foreign Ministry of the Democratic Republic of Viet-
nam pointed out in a statement on January 4, the John-
son Administration wanits “to call black white and pose
itself as a peace-lover, to slander the Vietnamese peo-
ple, and thus to create a pretext for taking new steps
in implementation of its scheme to inlensifly and expand
the war.”

An Intense Struggle

At present, an intense struggle is being waged
around the big “peace talks” fraud and conspiracy
which the Johnson Administration is f{ryving to put
across, a struggle which has a vital bearing on the vital
interests of the Vietnamese people and world peace.

The U.S. aggressors have been badly pummelled in
south Vietnam. Nevertheless they are far [rom admitling
defeat.  Therelore, the question in Vietnam now is not
su-called “peace talks” but to deal the US. aguressors
further and slill heavier blows. President Ifo Chi Minh
recently  reiterated: “Our people are determined to
persevere in the fight and to undergo sacrifices for 10
or 20 years or a longer time, (ill complete victory.”
His statement expresses the firm resolve of the 31 mil-
lion people of Vietnam. So long as the U.S. aggressors
refuse to admit defeat and withdraw, the Vicinamese
people will fight resolutely. until their strugsle to resist
U.S. aggression and save their country is crowned with
complete victory.

Together with all peace-loving countries and people
ali over the world, the Chinese Government and people
are determined to thoroughly expose and frustrate the
gigantic “peace talks” fraud and conspiracy of the
Johnson Administration, reselutely support the Viet-
namese people's struggle to resist U.S. aggression and
save their country, and smash the eriminal US. im-
perialist plans to extend the war.

(“Renmin Ribao,” January 7, 1966.)
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That “14-Point”’ Plan

What Is Washington Trying to Sell?

COVEY of top-drawer American offlicials recently

fanned out in missions to many capitals of the
world to peddle the Johnson Administration’s so-called
14-point plan for the “peaceful” settlement of the Viet-
nam question. The plan was announced with greal
fanfare. Tt was first made public by the official U.S.
propaganda agency, the United States Information
Service on December 27. It was repeated on January
3 by the White House in a document entitled “The
Heart of the Matter in Vietnam."”

But what exactly do these 14 points add up to?
The Johnson Administration claims that they are the
“U.S. contributions to the basket of peace.”” However,
they are in fact nothing but a new exhibition of U.S.
imperialism’s gangster logic. Instead of admitting that
U.S. imperialism itself is the aggressor, the U.S.LS. re-
port and the White House paper vilify the Democratic
Republic of Vietnam as the “aggressor” and demand that
“Hanoi end aggression to the south.” Not only do they
fail to indicale any U.S. desire to cease aggression and
withdraw all its troops [rom south Vietnam but they
make it clear that the United Slates will continue to
occupy the south and intimidate the north. The White
House paper also stresses the so-called U.S. “commitment
to the security of south Vietnam,” asserting that *at
stake is not just south Vieinam, nor even Southeast
Asia; there is also al stake the integrity of a U.S. com-
mitment and the importance of that commitment to
peace right around the globe.” These words thoroughly
reveal the hypocrisy of the Johnson Administration’s
stalement that “we have put everything into the basket
of peacc.” The face of the U.S. gangslers is thus ex-
posed in all its cunning.

Be it 14 points, or 1,400, this plan is a worthless
and monumental piece of humbug if the most essential
point is missing, that is, U.S. imperialism must admit
that it is the aggressor in Vietnam and must withdraw
all its armed forces from south Vietnam.

The plan as released by the U.S.LS. reads as fol-
lows:

1. It [the United States] has said the Geneva

accords of 1954 and 1962 would provide an adequate
basis for peace in Southeast Asia.

2. It has said it would welcome a conference on
Southeast Asia as a whole, or on any part of it.

3. Tt has said it would engage in negoliations with
no pre-conditions whatsoever.

4 It has said it would engage in unconditional
discussions outside the framework of a formal con-
ference.

5. It has said that a cessation of hostilities would
be a suitable first order of business in any negoliations
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or discussions. [On this point. the version of the White
House paper reads: “A cessation of hostilities
could be the first order of business at a confrrence or
could be the subject of preliminary discussions.” — Ed.|

6. It has said Hanoi's four poinls could be dis-
cussed.

7. It has made it clear it wanis no bases in
Southeast Asia.

8. Tt has said it wants no continuing U.S. military
presence in south Vietnam.

9. It has expressed ils support for [ree elections
in Vietnam,

10. It has agreed that rcunification should be
arranged through free discussion among the peoples
concerned.

11. It has agreed that the nations of Southeast
Asia should be neutral if that is their option.

12. It has said it much prefers to use its resources
for ceonomic und social construetion in Southeast Asia
and that if there were peace. north Vietnam could take
part in that regional effort.

13. It has said (President Johnson in his press
conference, last July) that the Viet Cong would have
no trouble having its views heard if Hanoi ended ag-
gression to the south.

14. It has said it could stop bombing the north
if it could get an indication of what such a cessation
would bring about. [On this point, the version of the
White House paper reads: “We have said publicly
and privately that we could stop the bombing of north
Vietnam as a step toward peace although there has
not been the slightest hint or suggestion from the other
side as to what they would do if the bombing stopped.”
— Ed.]
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D.R.Y. Foreign Ministry Spokesman:

U.S. “Peace Efforts” Serve Expansion
Of Aggressive War

So long as U.S. imperialism continues its war of aggression,
the Vietnamese people will fight it to a finish.

Following are excerpts of the January 4 statement
issued by a spokesman of the Foreign Ministry of the
Democratic Kepublic of Vietnam regarding the recent
“peace efforts” of U.S. imperialism.— Ed.

ECENTLY. the US. Government has started a
large-scale  deceplive peace campaign, coupled
with the trick ol “temporary suspension of air attacks”
on north Vietnam, as a sign of “good will.” U.S. Pres-
ident Johnson has repeatedly stated that the Uniled
States is determined to “exhaust every prospect for
peace,” and will “search relentlessly for peace.” The
U.S. Government has sent envoys to approach foreign
countries, and has pul forward new “‘peace proposals”
which are aclually a mere repetition of old themes.

The U.S. authorities’ talks about peace are in com-
plete contradiction with their war schemes and acts.
While making a noise about its “peace efforts,” the
United States is making feverish preparations to double
U.S. military strength in south Vietnam. ... The Unit-
ed States has kept on using toxic chemicals as a means
of warfare and has made public announcements to this
effect. Its B-52 strategic planes continue to bomb
densely populated areas. In north Vietnam, the Unit-
ed States has threatened to bomb the densely populated
industrial areas of Hanoi and Haiphong. U.S. aireraflt
have unceasingly and gravely intruded into the territo-
rial air of the Democratlic Republic of Vietnam on re-
connaissance missions in preparation for new crimes.
U.S. President Johnson has also threatened to take
“hard steps” in Vielnam. Meanwhile, the United States
has intensified its air attacks on the liberated areas in
Laos and impudently authorvized U.S. troops to intrude
into Central and Southern Laos and into Cambodian
tervitory, thus extending the war from south Vietnam
to these two countries.

Facts have shown that every time the U.S. authori-
tes want o infensify their aggressive war, they talk
still more glibly sbout peace. The present U.S. “peace
efforis™ are also a mere attempt to appease public opi-
nion at home and abroad. which is strongly opposing
the U.S. policy of aggression in Vietnam. The United
States wants to make usc of the world peoples’ legiti-
male aspirations for peace in an attempt to call biack
white. to pose itself as a peace-lover, to slander the
Vietnamese people. and thus to create a pretext for
tuking new steps in implementation of its scheme to
intensify and expand the war. Bul no matier what
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sophisms the U.S. authorities may resort to in their
attempt to cover up their aggressive schemes, they can
fool no one.

U.S. imperialist aggression is the deep root and the
immediate cause of the scrious situation now prevailing
in Vietnam. With the ending of this aggression peace
will be immediately restored in this couniry.

The Vietnamese people eagerly want peace for na-
tional construction, but they know full well that real
independence must be achieved il genuine peace is to
be secured. It is the unswerving stand of the Govern-
ment of the Democratic Republic of Vietnam to strictly
respect the 1954 Geneva agreemenis on Vietnam and
to correctly implement their basic provisions as concre-
tely expressed in the following points:

1. Reaffirmation of the basic national rights of
the Vietnamese people: peace, independence, sover-
cignily, unity and territorial integritv. In accordance
with the Geneva agrecements, the U.S. Government
must withdraw all its troops, military personnel and
weapons of all kinds from south Vietnam, dismantle all
its military basecs there. cancel its “military alliance”
with south Vietnam, and end its policy of intervention
and aggression in south Vietnam. In accordance with
the Geneva agreements, the U.S. Government must
siop its acts of war against north Vietnam, cease all
cnceroachmentis on the territory and sovercignty of the
Democratic Republic of Vietnam.

2. Pending the peaceful reunification of Vietnam,
while the country is still temporarily divided into two
zones, the military provisions of the 1954 Geneva agree-
ments on Vietnam must be sirictly respected: the two
zones must refrain from joining any military alliance
with foreign countries, and there must be no foreign
military bases, troops and military personnel on their
respective territory.

3. The internal affairs of south Vietnam must
be settled by the people of south Vietnam themselves,
in accordance with the programme of the South Viet-
nam Nalional Front for Liberation without any foreign
interference. o

4. The peaceful reunification of Vietnam is to be
settled by the Vietnamese people in both zones, without
any foreign interference.

A political settlement of the Vietnam preblem can
be envisaged only when the U.S. Government has ac-
cepted the four-point stand of the Goveirnment of the
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Democralic Republic of Vietnam, has proved this by
actual deeds, and has stopped unconditionally and for
good its air raids and all other acts of war against the
Demecratic Republic of Victnap.

S0 lung as the US. imperialists s{ill pursue the war
of aggression against Vietnam, still use US. and its

satellite troops to invade south Vietnam, and launch

South Vietnam N.F.L. Statement

In norih Vietnam: Civilians

greet a gun crew which shot

down several U.S. aireraft
over Nam Dinh city

air allacks on the Democratic Republic of Vielnam,
the people in both zones of Vietnam, fecaring no sacri-
fices, will resolutely carry the resistance war throush
to the end and fulfil their sacred duty of defending the
sovereignly of the fatherland and the indenendence of
the nation and conlributing to the defence of worid
peace,

The South Vietnamese People Have No
lllusions About U.S. Imperialism

Since the U.S. imperialists will not withdraw all their troops from south Vietnam,
the south Vieinamese people are determined to fight to the finish.

HE Central Commiilee of the South Vielnam Na-

tional Front for Liberation in a statement on Juanu-
ary 5 denounced U.S. preparations to inl nsify its war
of aggression in south Vietnam still further and cx-
pand its destructive war against north Vietnam.

The statement says: *“The U.S. imperialists are
spreading a ‘peace’ smokesereen 1o cover up their wild
advenlurovs policy of a military build-up by tirclessly
claiming their readiness {o aceept unconditional dis-
cussions to reach a political solution for the Vietnam
problem. Recently, many American statesmen have
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been sent abroad to make U.S. mock ‘peace efferts.
put forward their so-called new ‘peace proposals,” and
advertise the ‘suspension of bombing raids on north
Victnam’ as a gesture of ‘goodwill.’

“It should be pointed out that the U.S. imperial-
ists have often resorted to these cunning and repugnant
moves to cover up their new vicious schemes and ac-
tions. Recent White House and Pentagon repoils, as
well as realities in south Vietnam, all poinl to the {act
that U.S. ruling circles are desperately prepaving for
another military adveriure, the most dangeious one so
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far, in Vietnam and Indo-China to realize their stub-
born intention to continue to dominate south Vietnam.”

New U.S. War Adventure

Citing facts to show that U.S. imperialism was con-
sistently expanding its war of aggression against Viet-
nam, the statement notes: “While pushing ahead their
deceilful ‘peace’ campaign and ballyhoo abouil their
‘suspension of bombing raids on north Vietnam,” U.S.
ruling circles are declaring that they will do cvery-
thing needed to win their war of aggression in south
Vietnam. Theyv have, moreover, threatened to take
‘harder steps’ if the south Vietnamese people do not
stop fighting. They have sent an entire additional U.S.
brigade to be stationed in Pleiku. They plan to in-
erease US. sirength in south Vietnam to 300.000 or
400,000 men. double the number of U.S. combat air-
craft. quadruple the number of air intrusions, drop
40.000 tons of bombs every month on south and north
Vietnam. and bomb Haiphong Port and Hanoi, the capi-
tal. They are zcalously calling on allies in the NATO
aggressive bloc to take part in the intensification and
expansion of the war in Vietnam.”

It goes on to say: “It is crystal clear that the
more the U.S. imperialists talk peace, the more they
intensify their war. The so-called ‘peace cfforts’ and
‘unconditional discussions’ of the U.S. imperialists are
actually aimed at forcing the south Vielnamese people
fo lay down their arms and accept U.S. occupation of
south Victnam. perpetuating the division of Vietnam,
and completely sabotaging the 1954 Geneva agreements
on Vielnam. The actual deeds of the U.S. imperialists
for more than a year have bared their irue nature
as a diehard, crucl and bellicose imperialist aggressor.
They have shown themselves to be the number one
encmy of the Vietnamese people, the people of Indo-
China and peace-loving people all over the world.”

Referring to the south Vietnamese people’s deter-
minaticn to defeat the enemy, the statement stresses:
“In face of the U.S. imperialists’ extremely sinister

acls and designs for intensifying and expanding the
aggressive war in south Vietnam, the south Victnamese
people certainly cannot have the slightest illusion about
the U.S. authorities’ ‘goodwill for peacc.’

“Developing the tradition of the staunch and in-
domitable struggle of the nation, shrinking before no
cnemy threat and however great the sacrifice, the south
Vietnamese people are determined to fight to the finish,
record still greater victories, and carry on their sacred
war of resistance against the U.S. acoressors and their
stooges until complete victory. As long as the U.S.
imperialists have not stopped their aggression. have
not withdrawn all their troops and weapens und those
of their satellites from scuth Vietnam, have not dis-
mantled all their military bases there. have not ree-
ognized the national rizhis of the soulh Vietnamese
people — namely, independence, peace. democracy. neu-
irality and national reunification — and still refuse to
let the south Vietnamese people settle their affairs by
themselves, the 14 million scuth Viethamese people will
hold their guns firmly and [ight resolutely, even if
they have to fight for 10 years, 20 years or cven longer,
however great the hardships and sacrifices may be.”

Aggressors Cannot Avert Dafeat

The statement concludes: “The National Front
for Liberation and people of south Vietnam sincercly
thank their friends on il [ive continents who have
wholeheartedly given both maral and matescial support
to their resistance war for national salvation, and call
for a more active and reselute assistance with a vicw
to increasing the strength of the south Vietnamese peo-
ple to defeat the aggressive war of the U.S. impe:ial-
1sts and their henchmen.

“The National Front for Liberafion .md p( ple of
south Vietnam are conflident that 2il {le schomes and
acls of the U.S. imperialists to inten=i™ and expand
their aggressive war in south Vietnam \md ]-ul.n Unma
will meet with ignominious failure and that the US.
imperialists will receive still heavier punishment and
can in no way avert their final defest.”

In scuth Vielnam: A unit of the heroic
people’s armed forces

Junuary 14, 1966

Men of the people’s forces enjoy them-
selves during a lull in the [lighling
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“Renmin Ribao” Commeniator:

A Close Look Into the US.
“Basket of Peace”

The “14-Point" Proposition:
Its Point of Departure
And lts Objective

THE Johnson Administration is peddling around the

world its “14 points” in a “basket of peace.” U.S.
bigwigs are professing without cease the utmost “sin-
cerity” of their present desire for a peaceful settlement
of the Vietnam question.

It is not difficult to determine the validity of
Washinglon’s “sincerity.” What its “14 points” are really
made up of can casily be scen if one examines how the
Johnson Administration presents the whys and where-
fores of the Vietnam question and how it justifies its
position in south Vietnam.

The official White House version of the “14 points,”
made public on January 3, added to an earlier version
two paragraphs as an introduction. They are worth
readinz. One is captioned “the [act of aggression,” and
the other, “the U.S. commitment.”

The “Fact”

What is “the fact of aggression”? The White House
document says: “The simple fact is that tens of
thousands of trained and armed men . .. have been
sent by Hanoi into south Vietnam. . . . It is this external
aggression which is responsible for the presence of U.S.
combat forces.” Please note: It is the Vietnamese who
have committed “aggression” against Vietnam, and
they are to be held responsible for U.S. aggression. As
for the Americans who have crossed vast oceans to
invade Vietnam, they are not aggressors but “heroes”
checking aggression! This fantastic logic is the premise
of the “14 points.” and the point of departure for the
Johnson Administration’s solution of the Vietnam
question.

Who is the aggressor and who is the victim of ag-
gression? This is a vital issue of right and wrong that
must not be confused. The United States is the ag-
gressor and the arch criminal in scrapping the Geneva
agreements. There can be no denying this in face of
the facts. The Johnson Administration must admit its
guilt as the aggressor; it must at once end its aggres-
sion against Vietnam and withdraw ifs armed forces
from south Vietpam. Only in this way can it nrove the
good faith of its professed desire for a peaceful settle-
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ment of the Vietnam question. But what it is doing
now is reversing right and wrong while talking volubly
about a “peaceful settlement.” This only serves to
prove that its “14 points” are a fraud pure and simple.

Inasmuch as the United States does not admit that
it is the aggressor, people cannot help asking what it
is driving at in advocating a setilement of the Viet-
hamese question on the “basis” of Lhe Geneva accords.
The Johnson Administration actually means to say that
it is right for the Americans to invade Vietnam, that
they have the right to remain in south Vietnam to check
“external aggression,” and that the Amevieans would
withdraw only “if this aggression from oulside were
removad” (that is to say, only after the Vietnamese
people have laid down their arms and ceased resisting).
This is the “basis” on which the Johnson Administra-
tion will observe the Geneva accords. In that case,
south Vietnam will be completely reduced to a U.S.
colony and mililary base and the gains made by the
south Victnamese people during their 11 years of strug-
gle will be wiped out.

The “Commitment”

What are the “U.S. commitments” referred to in
the White House document? It says: The U.S. com-
milments are the “bilateral agreements” with “south
Vietnam,” the “SEATO treaty” and the “solemn declara-
tions of three U.S. Presidents.” On the strength of
these “commitments,” the United States has the right
lo resist “external altack” and defend “the security of
south Vietnam.” For the United States to sign agree-
ments with puppets in its own vest-pocket and proclaim
through the instrumentality of a military bloc under
its control that a certain zone is under its “protection”
is really quite absurd. What is even more absurd is
the fact that a U.S. President may unilaterally declare
that the United Slates has a “commitment” in a certain
locality and, on the strength of that, he may carryv out
armed aggression there. U.S. imperialism has indeed
reached the height of insolence!

On the Vietnam question, the United States is in-
deed committed. That is, it is committed to respect
Vietnam’s independence, sovercignly, unity and ter-
ritorial integrity as stipulated in the 1954 Geneva ac-
cords. Apart from this, all “commitments” of the
United States are but pretexts created for the purpose
of committing aggression. The United Statos must
rescind these unilateral “commitments.” pull out its
troops from south Vietnam at once and 1ot the Viet-
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namese peopie settle their own affairs. This is what
the United States should do if it is really ready to honour
the Geneva accords. Now the Johnson Administration
makes no mention of its commitment to the Geneva ac-
cords but brazenly babbles about its “commitment” to
occupy south Vietnam. This shows that the United
States has not the slightest sincerity for a settlement of
the Vietnam question but wants to legalize the con-
tinued presence of U.S. troops in south Vietnam.

~

Thus it is quite clear that the point of departure
of the Johnson Administration’s “l4-point” proposi-
tion is that the Vietnamese pcop]e.are engaged in “ag-
gression” while U.S. imperialism is trying to halt this
“aggression.” Then what is its objective? The White
House document ends with this remark: “We have put
everything into the basket of peace except the surreader
of south Victnam.”

The Truth

Very [rank indeed! Scuth Vietnam belongs to the
United States. Everything is “negotiable” and may be
“discussed” except that the United States must hang on
in south Vietnam. No country and pecple upholding
justice and cherishing their own sovereignty can ever
agree to this grotesque and absurd logic.

In Johnsor’s “baskel of peace” there are things
most [ilthy and vicious. It is the worst possible insuit
te the Vietnamese people to brand them as the “az-
gressor.” It is utter contempt for Vietnam's indepen-
dence and sovereignty to characterize U.S. aggression
against it as a recasonable and lawful “commitmont.”
It is a wanton challenge to the Vietnamese people to
announce that the unwanted presence of the United
States in south Vietnam is unchangeable. As the spokes-
man of the Foreign Ministry of the Democratic Repub-
lic of Vietnam pointed out in his statement on January
4, “no matter what sophisms the U.S. authoritics may
resort to in their attempt to cover up their aggressive
schemes, they can fool no one.” The South Vieinam
National Front for Liberation also noted in its statement
on Januairy 5: “Whenever they talk loudly of ‘peace,
the U.S. ruling circles invariably introduce large num-
bers of aggressive troops and lethal weapons into south
Vietnam, and at the same time they hurriedly beef up
their aggressive war machine there.” The 31 million
Vietnamese people cannot be cowed or fooled. The
“14-point” proposition will get the United States no-
where,  Washington's gigantic “peace talks” fraud and
conspiracy will definitely be completely diseredited.

(Junuary 8, 146i.)
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“tlegotiations Before With-
drawal’ Means Negotiations

Without Withdrawal

THE Johnson Administration is publicizing a “nego-

tiations beflore withdrawal™ theory on the question
of Vietnam. The gist of this theory may be summed
up as follows: The United States has given the assurance
that it will consider the withdrawal of its armed forces
once negotiatlions get under way. This is the meaninz
of the “14-point” proposition which says: “We [the
U.S.] do not desire to retain U.S. troops in soutls Vici-
nam after peace is assured.”

The “negotiations before withdrawal" theory is
bascd on the premise that neither side can win the war
in south Vietnam. Jchnson himsell has said, and that
more than once, “there is no purely military solution
in sight for either side.” Since Washington made public
its “l4-point” proposition, American journals have
harped on the theme that “neither side has won or lost
the war.,” In a roundabout way. they have suggested
that since the Victnam war will be ended through ne-
gotiations in any case, il is now time to come to the
conference table.

War and Negotiaiions

It is true that all wars must eventually come to an
end. Even the Hundred Yearss War did not last
for ever. A just war waged by an oppressed naticn
against aggression may end up in one of two ways:
One, when the aggresser is completely wiped out or
driven away —in this case there is no question at all
of negotiations; and the other, when the agaressor is
badly trounced and acknowledges defeat —in such a
case it is possible that negotiations may be needed to
assess the situation and work out a solution.

The French colonialists’ war of auggression against
Indo-China was brought to an end threugh negotiations.
Why did this come about? As the prolracted armed
siruggle waged unswervingly by the Vietnamese and
other Indo-Chinese people, and in particular the Battle
of Dien Bien Phu, had shaken Paris and brought about
the fall of the Bidault government, the French ruling
group was forced to conclude that withdrawal would
be preferable to being annihilated, and that in the lattier
case the political situation at home would become un-
controllable. Those were the circumstances which led
to the signing of the Geneva agreements of 1954.

The U.S. aggressor has in fact lost on the battle-
field in south Vietnam. - But he stubbornly refuses to
acknowledge dcfeat. The Johnson Administration is
still sending reinforcements to south Vietnam and pre-
parinzg for a greater trial of strength. It was the same
Harriman who had repeatedly professed U.S. “sincerity
for peace” that declared in no uncertain terms in Tokyo
on January 7 that the United States “will under no
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circumstances retreat from Vietnam.” U.S. imperialism
is the most savage, most ferocious and most shameless
aggressor in the world. It is unthinkable that peace
can be attained in Vietnam and Indo-China if U.S.
imperialism is not thoroughly defeated.

What is more, the Vietnam situation today is
altogether difierent from that of Indo-China in 1654,
There were no international agreements then, and a
conference was therefore needed to begin with. Today,
there arve the Geneva agreements to which the U.S. Gov-
ernment has committed itself. If Washington has the
slightest intention of respecting the Geneva agreements,
there is no need for a conference or negotiations. All
it has to do is to pull out all its armed forces in accor-
dance with the agreements. If it does not do so, one
more. two more or even a hundred more conforences
and azreements can serve no uselul purpose.

Then what does the “negotiations before with-
drawal” theory actually mcan? Teo put it plainly, it
means to bind the Vietnamese people hand and foot
through “peace talks,” while putting off the withdrawal
of U.S. forces to an indefinite future. Under the sign-
board of *“unconditional discussions,” Washington is
trying to sell its plan for conditional withdrawal. On
what condition? On the condition that the south Viet-
namese people must lay down their arms and cease their
resistance, and the north Vietnamese people must stop
their support for their fellow-countrymen in the south.
This insolent condition laid down by the U.S. aggressor
is naturally unacceptable to the Vietnamese people.
That being the case, the Johnson Administration will
repeat the excuses it has used in the past and will
not withdraw ifs aggressor forces. It is perfectly clear
that the theory of “negotiaiions hefore withdrawal” is
in essence negotiations without withdrawal. In John-
son’s own words, the United States “will not withdraw,
cither epenly or under the cloak of a meaningless agree-
ment,”

Sinister Mative

In advancing this theory, the motive of the Johnson
Administration, its partners and helpers is most sinistor,
It is woil known that many peace-loving countries in
Asia and Africa hope for a fair and reasonable setile-
ment ol the Vietnam question and for the ecarly return
ol pence {o Indo-China.  What the Johnson Administra-
tion is now doing is to try and capitalize on this well-
moant wish to form a public opinicn to bring pressure
to bear on the Vietnamese people and palm off its “14-
point” propositien, and therehy perpetuating U.S. oc-
cupation of seuth Victnam. This cannot but put the
people on guard against the Johinson Administration’s
eriminal designs.

Since the U.S. aggressors stubboraly refuse to with-
diaw Mom south Vietnam. the Vietnamese people have
no alternative but to fight on to the end to throw them
out. As the Central Committee of the South Vietnam
National Front for Liberation declared in its statement
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of January 5, 1966: “While the U.S. imperialists con-
tinue their aggression, have not withdrawn all their
troops and wecapens and those of their satellites from
south Vietnam, have not yet dismantled all their mili-
tary bases there, have not yet recognized the national
rights of the south Vietnamese pecople, namely, inde-
pendence, peace, democracy, neuirality and national
reunification, and still refuse to let the south Vietnamese
people settle their own affairs by themselves, the 14
million south Vietnamese people will hold their guns
firmly and fight resolutely, even if they are to fight
for 10 years, 20 years or cven longer, and however great
the hardships and sacrifices.” This declaration of the
rock-like determination of the Vietnamese people to
resist the U.S. aggressors and to save their country is
a body blow to the Johnson Administration's “negotia-
tions belore withdrawal” theory.

(January 9, 1966.)

How Can 4 Points and “I4
Points” Be Spoken of in
The Same Breath?

AVING set the “conference” table, the Johnson

Administration is now saying to the Vietnamese
people:  Come, *“Hanoi's 4 points could be discussed
along with” the *14 points” of the United States,

These words from the White Iouse are also in-
tended for world consumption. Look, the White House
svems Lo be saying, the United States is quite “reason-
able!” Since we are “negotiating,” you can put forward
your views, and we can do the sume.

But this empty gesture can deceive no one. How
can the 4 points of the Democratic Republic of Viet-
nam be put on a par with Washington’s “14 points”?

Two Basic Principles

One is bound to ask: What are the principles which
should guide the settlement of the Vietnam question?
The answer is: Principle No. 1 is the will of the Viet-
namese people, This is because Vietnam belongs to
them. On the affairs of Vieinam. it is the Vietnamese
people, not the U.S. Government, who have the last
say. Principle No. 2 is the Geneva agreements on the
Vietham question. According to these agreements, no
foreign troops, military personnel and weapons of any
kind should be introduced into Vietnam and no foreign
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military bases should be set up on Vietnam soil. The
4-point proposilion of the Democratic Republic of
Vietnam, is in complete accord with these two basic
principles, If there is any departure from these two
principles, there can be no talk of a political settlement
of the Vielnam question.

The basis of the 4-point proposition of the Demo-
cratic Republie of Vietnam is: Vietnam is an integral
whole, Vielnam’s sovercignty, independence, reunifica-
tion and territorial integrity cannot be encroached upon,
and no [oreign country can interfere in Vietnam's
internal affairs. All U.S. aggressor troops must there-
fore leave south Vietnam so that the Vietnamese peo-
ple can seltle their own problems themselves. This
stand embodies the common will of the 31 million Viet-
namese people and gives concentrated expression to
the various basic provisions of the Geneva agreements.
The 4-point proposition of the Democratic Republic of
Vietnam is the sole basis, and provides the only correct
path, for a political settlement of the Vietnam question.

Unchanged U.S. Stand

Whatever the Johnson Administration may say, it
has not in fact recognized the 4-point proposition of
the Democratic Republic of Vielnam. Nor will it ever
accept it. Iis call in the past for “unconditional dis-
cussions” amounted to a flat rejection of the 4-point
proposition. The “14-point™ proposition it has now put
forward to be discussed “along with" the 4-point prop-
osition is in fact only a gesture. The stand of the
Johnson Administration remains unchanged.

The “I4-point” proposition is a pole apart from the
4-point proposition of the Democratic Republic of Viet-
nam and the two are as incompatible as fire and waler.
This being so, what deoes the Johnson Administration
imply in saying that the one “could be discussed along
with” the other?

It implies that the sovercigaly, independence, re-
unification and territorial integrity of Vietnam are not
sacred mnd inviolable but “could be discussed,” are
negoetiable and can be bartered away through “negotin-
tions.” This is indeed a monsirous insull to the
Vietnamese people. Under no circumstances will they
accept this. It is also an outrageous flouting of the
Geneva agreements. The Johnson Administration was
obviously lying when it said that “the Geneva accords . . .
would provide an adequate basis for peace in South-
cast Asia.”

To call a spade a spade, the Johnson Administra-
tion is {rying to bury the 4-point proposition of the
Demoeratic Republic of Vietnam by means of the “14
points.” To say that the one “could be discussed along
with” the other is only to hoodwink the people of the
werld, The Johnson Administration is cunningly
adopting an air of reasonableness and willingness to
“negotiate.” By this, it is preparing to shift on to the
Vietnamese people the blame for sabotaging a political
settlement of the Vietnam quesiion and to clear the
United States itself of its eriminal responsibility for
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expanding the war of aggression. But {his sly
manoceuvre is bound to fail whatever the Johnson Ad-
ministration may produce from its bag of tricks.

The British weekly Tribune, in commenting on the
“14 points” on January 7, wrote: “America must now
answer this important question: Is it, or is it not. willing
to withdraw?” This question hits the Johnson Ad-
ministration where it hurts. On this point, U.S. im-
perialism twists and turns but never gives way: The
U.S. aggressor troops will not withdraw., Rusk said re-
cently that “the United States will not leave south
Vietnam until and unless the [puppet] government in
Saigon has been stabilized and its independence is no
longer in doubl.” Take note of Rusk’s words and take
a look at the intensified U.S. military deployments for
expanding ils aggressive war in Vietnam. and one will
see through the Johnson Administration’s trick in call-
ing for discussion of the U.S. formula “along with” the
4-point proposition of the Democratic Republic of
Vielnam.

(January 10, 1966.)
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Johnson Administration’s
Smokescreen

HE Johnson Administration has advanced a dema-

gogic theory in ils “peace offensive’”: That of a
“scaling-down of fighting.” According to this theory,
since the United States has “paused’ in its bombing of
north Vielnam. the “communist side”™ should “reduce
their own military activities.” and the United States
is waiting for such a *“signal.” Washington tries to
make it appear as if the Uniled States was not climbing
the ladder of “escalation™ but was pressing forward in
the quest for “peace.”

Variation in Blackmail

This is a smokescreen. The key to a setilement of
the Vielnam question is not the so-called “scaling-down
of fightling™ but the withdrawal of all U.S. aggressor
lroops from south Vietnam. If the Americans do not
get out, the Vietnamese péople will diive thom out by
force. To make a comparison, whin a robber breaks
into a house and starts killing its occupanis, the first
thing is to stop him from committing murder and throw
him cut. What right then has the robber to demand a
stop to the house owner's resistunce in return for a
promise that he will try to kill fewer prople?
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This is a new wvariation in blackmail. What is
meant by a reduciion of activities by the “communist
side”? It means that the Vietnamese people in the
south should slacken and eventually cease their struggle,
and those in the north, their support for iheir southein
compatriots. If such a “signal” is not forthcoming, the
United States will widen the war with still greater
frenzy. Wheeler. Chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs
of Staff, made this unmistakably clear when he stated
on January 4 that should the U.S. “peace talks” scheme
fail. he would “ceriainly recommend” the resumption
of bombing. Greene, Commandant of the U.S. Marine
Corps, openly threatened on the same day: “More U.S
ground forces will be required in south Vietnam if the
peace offensive fails.” Isn't this undisguised blackmail?

In [ael, the Johnson Administration is well aware
that the Viclnamese people will not fall into its “pcace
talks” trap. U.S. Senator Mansfield, reporting to
Johnson after his recent tour of many countries, admit-
ted that the “prospect of a settlement by negotiation”
on US. terms was “slim.” This being so, one may ask:
Why is the United States so zealously engaged in a
“peace offensive”?

Why the “Pecce Offensive”

The answer is that U.S. war “escalation” in Vietnam
has aroused strong protest and widespread condemna-
ticn. At home. the scale of the American people’s anti-
war moverment has exceeded the Johnson Administra-
tion’s expectation. The U.S, ruling circles are beset with
quarrels, recriminations and disagreements. Abroad. the
peoples’ movement against U.S. aggression in Vietnam

has mounted continuously,  Many countries have ex-

plicitly opposed LS. expansior of ils aggressive war,
Its allies are deeply apprehensive of being aragged inio
the quagmire of the Vietnam war. In this situation. the
Johnson Administration has said everything thal it can
say about “peace” in order to mislead world opinion so

that, when it further “escalates” the war, it can tell

the whole world: I am all for “peace,” it is the other
side which is responsible for the expansion of the war.

Prelude to Escalation

What does one find in the south Vietnam iheatre
of war and ils surrounding areas at the very time the
Johnson Administration is mounting its “peace offen-
sive™ and calling for a “scaling-down of fighiing™? Fresh
U.S. reinforcements have arrived in south Vietnam. The
biggest “mopping-up operation” in the war has been
launched by Washington, and U.S. military construction
is going on at top speed in many localities in south Viet-
nam. U.S. bombing of the Laotian liberated areas has
been stepped up. U.S. military provocations azgainst
Cambodia have become more frequent. And U.S.
military deployments in Thailand have intensificd.
Anyone who respects the facts can only conclude that
all talk of a “scaling-down of fighting” is a sheer lic.
The Johnson Administration is clearing the path for
quicker “escalation” of its aggressive war in Vietnana.
Its “peace offensive™ is but the prelude to its expansion
of the war.

The Johnson Administration has already climbed
many rungs of its “escalation” ladder and is preparing
for further ascents. The thecry of a “scaling-down of
fighting” is in fact only U.S. imperialism’s smokescreen
to cover its “escalation.” All people who cherish peace
should be on the alert against the Johnson Administya-
tion’s plan to further expand the war.

(January 11, 1966.)

NS N VIETRAM

Johnson’s Peace Hoax

— U.S. Warmongers at the

l) UBLIC opinion throughout the world is not being

taken in by the Johnson Administration’s “peace
offensive” te cover up its plan to expand the war of
aggression in Vietnam. The war-makers in Washing-
ton have misealeulated. The warld's people, the Amer-
ican people included, are not buying their newest
package of “peace.”

While collaborators and camp followers of U.S. im-
perialism  rapturously acclaim Washingten's  “peace”
drive, progressive world opinion forcefully exposes
what lies behind Johnson’s manocuvres.
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Bar of World Opinion —

The Korean paper Rodong Shinmoon (January 10)
hit the nail on the head when it said that Johnson's
“14-point” plan for a “peaceful settlement” of the Viet-
nam question was a big fraud. and that its real aim
was to expand the U.S: aggressive war in Vietnam still
further and recover from the setbacks it suffered in
south Vielnam. There was nothing new in the plan,
which merely threw together the same balderdach
which it had rcpeated one hundred times in the past.
There could be no peace unless the United States
withdrew its armed forces from south Vietnam.
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In the same vein, the Albanian paper Zeri i Pop-
ullit (January 8) said that Johnson's “global peace
performance” was in fact a trick to conccal prepara-
tions for war escalation. Experience has shown that
every time the U.S. Government wanted to expand its
war of aggression, it invariably talked about “peace”
first.

Akahala, organ of the Japanese Communist Party,
said in an article on January 9 that among other
things. the aim of the Johnson Administration in
peddling its “14-point” plan was to seek new co-opera-
lion with the Soviet Union in order to exert pressure
on the Vietnamese people.

Afro-Asian Opinion

What the Johnson Adminisiration is up to in its
peace manoecuvres can hardly be lost on wide sections
ol Afro-Asian opinion which have seen too much of
U.S. imperialism’s alternative use of counter-revolu-
tionary dual tactics.

In Japan, Yoshitaro, Chairman of the Japanese
National Peace Commitlee, denounced the U.S. “peace
offensive™ as a “gangster blackmail.” The “14-point”
plan, he said, was a prelude to a wider war of aggres-
sion in Vietnam,

Writing in a recent issue of Ludu, renowned
Burmese writer Daw Ah Mah expressed her view that
U.S. imperialism’s widespread activities to bring about
“discussions” on Lhe Vietnam question were a harbinger
of war expansion in 1966. “With every clamour for
negoliations,” she said, “the United States always
sends its troops. weapons and other war materiel to
Vietnam on a large scale and steps up its military
activities.”

The Cambodian paper La Depeche du Cambodge,
in an cditorial on January 10, said that the truth of
the matter appeared to be that Johnson's current “pause
in bombing” and “diplomatic ballet” were prompted
by his need to gain time to complete strategic deploy-
ments for a formidable war.

Referring to the U.S. terms for “peace” in Viet-
nam, the Pakistan paper Ta'Meer of Rawalpindi
(January 5) remarked that this meant: I stop
bombing and you recognize the southern part of vour
country as an American zone of occupation and stop
sending aid to your own counirymen, so we could
liguidate them in a few months.

In a commentary on December 30, the Algerian
Press Service said that the U.S. “peace offer” on the
Vietnam question was a cover-up and the US. terms
for peace were unacceptable to the D.R.V. Tt was in-
conceivable that the Democratic Republic of Vietnam
should idly stand by and watch the sunpression of the
resistance movement in the south and the installation
of a puppet regime in Szigon.

The Syrian paper Al-Baath noted that from their
own expericnce of struggle against U.S. imperialism,
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the people of the world, including the Arab peonle,
knew what peace meant when it was talked about by
the United States.

Kahtan el Shaaby, Secretary-General of the Na-
tional Liberation Front of occupied south Yemen, in
an interview with Hsinhua on January 10, said: “To us
freedom [fighters, the question is very simple, that is,
the U.S. imperialism and its allics should withdraw
from south Vietnam and stop iis aggression against
north Vietnam, and allow the people of Vietnam to
decide their own destiny.”

Julius M. Nakedi, Representative of the Bechuan-
aland People’s Party, in an interview with Hsinhua,
said that as long as the U.S. aggressor troops remained
in south Vielnam to suppress its people’s struggle for
freedom, there could be no end to the Vielnamese
people’s struggle, no matler what lrickery the aggros-
sors lried.

Katjimuina Veii, Representative in Cairo of the
Southwest African National Union said that what the
U.S. imperialist “peace offensive’™ sought for “is nothing
but a breathing space from the Vietnamese people’s
hard hitting blows and for escalation of its dirty war.”

European Prass Comments

The Western press has pointed oul that Weshington
is selting up a peace smokescreen to hide its plans o
escalate the Vietnam war, that Johnson's peace moves
are a prelude to stepped-up military actions, that the
“unconditional discussions™ offcr is actually a demand
to negotiate on American terms, and that the aim is to
perpetuate the division of Vietnam.

Prelude to Intensified Military Operations. The Lon-
don Times (January 1) carried a dispatch from its Paris
correspondent which said: “The French view of these
diplomatic activilies is sceptical, the fear being that
they may prove the prelude to intensified military
operations by the United States.”

Vast Public Relations Exercise. Correspondent Gordon
Brook-Shepherd wrote in the Sunday Telegraph (Janu-
ary 2): “With his multiple public peace offensive over
Vietnam, President Johnson has shown the world an
unparalleled spectacle —diplomacy in the style of a
Texan rodeo, or beller, Barnum's circus.”

“What does all this White House bustle mean,
coming affer months of American probing that has
been as furtive in method as it has been negative in
resalt?  One thing it does not mean. at least not yet,
is serious negotiation with either Hanoi or Peking.

“The present clamour-is so noisy precisely because
it is so holiow. Why then indulge in il?

“So far two explanztions have been advanced.
Either, il is said, the President is truly determined to
mzke peace, or else he is cannily preparing to wage
greater war, and the whole performance is therefore
just one vast public relalions exercise.”
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A Tinal Psychological Manoeuvre. The French paper
Peris Jour (December 31) said that Johnson's peace
offcnsive had been exploded like fireworks. “Is it a
real peace offensive or is it perhaps a final psychologi-
cal manocuvre before extending the conflict to the
whole of Vietnam and right up to China?"’ Actually,
the U.S. proposed negotiations aimed at mainiaining
two Vietnams. the paper said.

Le Figaro, in a commentary on December 30, said
that the United States wanted to hold peace negotia-
tions on its own terms, and that it tried to warn its
opponents that if they did not take the opportunity to
back down they will have to run the risk.

Last  Attempt Before Huge Military Effort. The
West German Sunday paper Welt am Sonntag (Janu-
ary 2) wondered if the U.S. “peace”™ moves were “the
last attempt before a huge military effort which would
have all the t(rimmings of a large-scale war and burst
out of previous limits.”

In an editorial entitled “Peace, Threat and Gas,”
the Swedish paper Degens Nyheter (January 3) pointed
out that while the U.S. “peace olfensive” was going
on, U.S. treops were using poison gas lo kill south
Vietnamese guerrillas.  “The use of gas Tor military
purpose is so disgusting that it is incredible that the
Americans would negoltiate in this way.” Undoubtedly,
people would not believe in any U.S. desire for peace,
the paper said.

American Press Comments

In the United Siates itself. even the bourgeois
press makes no bones aboul the real mictive of Johnson's
much-advertised “peace” manoeuvres.

A dispatch in the Wall Street Journal (December
30) gave the show away.

The Wiar Could Be Pressed Harder. “No matter how
the Hanoi regime responds to the U.S. pause in the
bombing of north Vietnamese targets. the Johnson
Adminislration plans to go to Congress next month with
double-Laiieled requests for more men and money so
the war could be pressed harder if necessary.

“The bombing respite that is accompanying the
planning for a military build-up, along with the recon-
naissance now being conducied by U.S. diplomats in
st places as Warsaw and the Vatican, is regarded
by well-pliced sources as a master siroke of Johnsonian
statecraft. ...

“But if Hanoi fails fo rise to the opportunity for a
peaceful dialogue, then the President will have gone a
long way {oward disarming crities at home and abroad
who have ruised doubts about the sincerity of his in-
ferest in a negoliated settlement.”

Wary as the U.S. bourgeois press is aboul Johnson's
pheney peace, more and more sections of the awakening
American people are speaking out forcefully.
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Challenge, organ of the U.S. Progressive Labour
Parly, wrole in its January 4 issue:

Crude Piece of War Blackmail. “Let no one be fooled
by the current highly-publicized ‘temporary suspension’
of the U.S. bombing of north Victnam. It is a ‘pause
that refreshes’ only U.S. imperialism — and its various
and sundry political agents and brokers.”

“The current ‘pause’ is nothing but a crude
picce of war blackmail— much like the ransom
nole of the kidnapper who demands that he be
paid off on threat of doing away with his victim.
The ‘pay-off’ in this case is nothing less than the right
of the US. to occupy south Vietnam while the south
Vietnamese people are required to end their resistance.
It includes the perpetuation of the division of Vietnam
and its use by the U.S. as a base of aggression against
other Asian peoples, and in the [irst place against China.

“This is the object of Washington's ever-expanding
war moves. It is likewise the object of all its phoney
peace manoeuvres, its cynical call for ‘unconditional
negotiations’ with their built-in conditions for the capit-
ulation of the Vietnamese people, and it is the sole
purpose of the latest ‘suspension of bombing’ {ravesty.”

Monstrous International Hoax. The U.S. weekly
National Guardian said in an ariicle in its January 8
issue: “If it did not have such sinister overtones. the
seript for the aitborne adventures of the President’s
‘peace offensive’ team might well form the basis for a
hilarious slapstick comedy entitled “The Great Chase. or
How Lyndon Johnson Pulled the Strings for a Monstrous
International Hoax by Telephone from Austin, Texas.’

“Stripped of all its ham theatrical props.” the journal
said, Johnson's “peace offensive” would scem to have,
among other things, the following gool: “having present-
ed to the people at home and to world opinion the image
of a sorrowful and frustrated peace-loving US. Ad-
ministration, to announce that there is no alternative
but to advance the war (and the cause of freedom) by
increasing U.S. troop strength in south Vietnam, inten-
sifying the bombing of north Vietnam and spreading
the conflict into Laos and Cambodia.”

“This is the true play-within-a-play in the grisly
comic opera that was unfolded on the world's stage
during the 12 days of Christmas, 1965, The people of
the world will not be taken in by the mock opera; no
American ought to be fooled. . . .

“And what, finally, about ‘negotialicns’? Murder
cannot be negotiated. _It must halt or be halled. The
policy of the Government of the U.S. in Southeast Asia
is a policy of murder, pure and simple. On any ground
it cannol be justified, much less negotiated.

“The only way to end the war is for the U.S. to get
out of Vietnam. Peace could come the day alter such
an agreement was made.”
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Fereign Trade Official Interviewed

Facts on Sino-Cuban Trade

® Prime Minister Castro said at a Havana mass rally that the 1966 volume of China's
exports to Cuba would fall to a level below that of any trade year between 1961
and 1965. He also spoke about China’s so-called long-term supply to Cuba of
250,000 tons of rice each year and the rate of exchange between rice and sugar.
With regard to the question of Cuba using the economic co-operation loan
to make up the deficit in its trade with China, he raised the matter as if China had
refused to discuss the proposal. These remarks were at variance with the facts.

® A responsible Chinese foreign trade official expressed regret that Prime Minisier
Castro, on the eve of the three continents peoples’ solidarity conference, sudden-
ly tock the extraordinary step of unilaterally and untruthfully making public contents
of the preliminary trade negotiations between the two sides which are still going on.

® The official expressed belief that the Cuban people would fully understand the
Chinese people’s stand and that the deep friendship beiween the Chinese and

Cuban peoples would be strengthened.

Cuban Prime Ministor Fidel Casiro on January 2

e preat length about the question of trade be-
treen China and Cuba at the Havana wmass meeling
19 the Tih enniversary of the liberation of
Culin. In order to clavify the facts, a Hsinhua News
igerey correspondent had a special interview with a
responsible official of China’s Ministry of Foreign Trade
On January 10, “Renmin Ribao™
prbiished the full text of the interview and Prime
Mcister Cestro’'s remarks.  Following is the full teat
of the Hsinhua correspondent’s interview. — Ed.

y
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on this question.

Question: In his specch at the mass meeting on January
2. Prime Minister Fidel Castro said that the 1966 volume
of trade between China and Cuba would fall below
that of 1965 and that China’s exports to Cuba would
fall to “a level below that of any of the trade years
between 1961 and 1965”7 Would you please give an
account of the negotiations between China and Cuba
for trade in 1966?

Answer: The dclegation of the Cuban Ministry of
Forcign Trade led by Comrade Ismael Bello, Direcior
of the Ministry’s Department of Trade with Asian So-
cialist Countries, arrived in Peking on November 10,
1965, for preliminary discussions on trade in 1966 be-
tween the two countries with its counterpart delegation
from China’s Ministry of Forcign Trade, and Lhe discus-
sions are still going on.

According to reports from the delegation of our
Ministry, the volume of trade for 1966 between China
and Cuba now flentatively agreed upon by the twae
delegations is lower than thal of 1965, But it is still
higher than that of 1952 or 1963 and is roughly the
samie as that of 1964, Prime Minister Castro said that
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China’s exports fo Cuba would fall {o “a level below
that of any of the trade years belween 1061 and 1965."
This is at variance with the [acts, Every country ar-
ranges her forcign (rade in accordance with her occo-
nomic situation at the time. Therelore, Muctuation in
the volume of international trade is a u=uu! phenomenon.
This is true of the trade volume befween China and
Cuba in the last few years. It was rather big in 1961,
fell in 1962 and 1963. and grew again in 1964 and siill
more in 1965. If the volume of trade decreases in 1966,
this is perfectly normal.

In their mutual trade the socialist countries support
cach other and at the same time carry on exchanges
according to their needs and capabilities. Tt often hap-
pens that in trade between two countries one is not
able to meet the needs of the other. This happened in
the trade negotialions between China and Cuba in the
past few years: it occurs again in the present discus-
sions. We are unable to satisfy Cuba in certain commod-
ities; similarly, Cuba is unable to satisly us in cert:ain
commodities. In the current discussions, the Cuban
side asked us to supply it with 285,400 tons of vice in
1966, which was double the annual amount we used
Lo supply to Cuba in the last few years, namely, between
120.000 and 135,000 tons. Although our grain harvest
in 1965 is relatively good, it is still not enough to moect
our counlry’s needs in various [liclds. including those
in aid to other counlries. While [rank!y explaining our
difficultics in the negotiations with the delegation of
the Cuban Ministry of Foreign ‘T'rade, our side has
made very great efforts and proposed to supply Cuba
with 135.000 tons ol rice in 1966, thus maintaining the
level of 1964. The Cuban comrades arve [ully aware
of these facts.
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Question: Prime Minister Castro said that he had sug-
gested the exchange of two tons of Cuban sugar for one
ton of Chinese rice and had thought that the exchange
was to be a “long-term™ one. Could you give an account
of this matter?

Answer: On October 1. 1964. Prime Minister Castro
made a suggestion to our Ambassador to Cuba. Comrade
Wing Yu-ping, saying that Cuba hoped to exchange
370,000 tons of sugar for 250,000 tons of rice from China
each year. And the rate of exchange he proposed was
one and a half tons of sugar for one ton of rice. and
net two tons of Cuban sugar for one ton of Chinese
rice as stated by Prime Minister Castro in his speech
on January 2. At the time, the Chinese Government
carefully considered Prime Minister Castro’s suggestion
and agreed lo supply Cuba with 250,000 tons of rice
within the one year of 1965, but it did not promise to
supply the same amount cach year or accept his proposed
rate of exchange of sugar and rice. The value of the
250.000 tons of rice supplied by China in 1955 was
calculated according to the actual contract price while
the price of sugar remained the same as that agrecd
upon by the two sides in the contract. Hence, one ton
of Cuban sugar was exchanged for 1.12 tons of Chinese
rice.

On October 14, 1964, Ambassador Wang Yu-ping
delivered to the Cuban Acting Foreign Minister Comrade
Pelegrin Torras a memorandum on the Chinese Govern-
ment's opinion of Prime Minister Castro’s suggestion
abeut the exchange of sugar for rice. explicitly replying
that China would supply Cuba with 250.000 tons of
rice during 1965, that this item would be included in
the trade protocol for 1965 between the two countries,
and that the price of sugar would be as stipulated in
the relevant contract between the two Governments
and the price of rice would be the international market
price. All this can be confirmed by documents.

No long-termm agreement for the annual supply of
250,600 tons of rice by China fo Cuba has ever been
signed between the Chinese and Cuban Governments.
And no request for a long-term annual supply of 250000
tong of rice by China to Cuba was made by the Cuban
Ministries of Forcign Affairs and Foreign Trade during
their contacts with the Chincee Embassy in Cuba after
the Chinese side replied o Prime Minister Casiro’s
suggestion.  Nor was the matter raised in December
1264 when the Cuban government {rade delegation
heeded by Comrade Raul Maldonado, Vice-Minister of
Foreign Trade of Cuba, came to Peking to discuss and
sign with our Cevernment the long-term trade Agree-
ment of 1965-70 wnd the 1965 trade protocol between
the two Governmonis, Orvicusly. Prime Minister
Castro’s idea that China was cuing to supply Cuba with
239060 tons of rice yearly on a long-term basis was
groundless.

Questien: In his speech, Prime Minister Castro also
referred to the quesiion of China’s eccnomice Co-opera-

tion loan and trade loan {0 Cuba. He said that when
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the Cuban side suggesied using the economic co-opera-
tion loan to make up for its deficit in trade with China
in the trade negotiations for 1966 between the iwo
countries, “the Chinesc side repliex] that the use of
the economic loan was not within their power to decide
and should be brought up at the governmental level.”
What actually happened?

Answer: On November 30, 1960, the Chinese and Cuban
Governments signed the Agrcement on Economic Co-
operation for 1960-65, under which the Chinese Govern-
rent granted the Government of the Cuban Republic
a loan of 240 million old rubles (60 million U.S. dollars).
intevest free and without any strings or privileges at-
tached. As stipulated in the agreement. the loan was
to be provided in the form of compiete sets of equip-
ment and technoiogical assistance to help with Cuba’s
cconomic construction. It was quite different from the
trade loan. If the Cuban side wanted to use this loan
for other purposes, the matter should be discussed and
seitled between the Governmenis. In 1965, for exam-
ple, after consultations between the Chinese and Cuban
Governments part of the cconomic co-operation loan
(valued at 15 million U.S. dollars) was used to make
up for Cuba’s deficit in her trade with China in the vear.

During the preliminary trade negotiations for 1966,
the Cuban side proposed to use part of the remaining
sum of the economic co-operation loan {o make up for
the deficit in its 1966 trade with China. This proposal
could be discussed, but as it concerned the implemen-
ialion of the Agreement on Economic Co-operation be-
tween the two countries, and as, according o the divi-
sion of labour among our governmental departments,
it fell within the competence of the Commission for
Economic Relations with Foreign Countries, our dclega-
tion expressed the hope that the Cuban authorities
concerned would consult the Chinese Commission for
Economic Relations with Foreign Countries. This was
a4 very reasonable reply. However, up to now Cuba
has not contacted our Commission for Economic Rela-
tions with Foreign Countries on this matter. Yet Prime
Minister Castro raised this matter in his speech, as if
China had refused to discuss the proposal. This is at
variance with the facts.

Guestion: What do you think of Prime Minister Cas-
to’s remarks in which he made public contents of the
preliminary trade negotiations for 1966 between China
and Cuba?

Arswer: Accerding to the usual practice of trade nego-
tations between China and Cuba, preliminary discus-
sions on trade between the {wo countrics for 1966 are
iirst held in Peking, and then the Chinese Government
will send a delegation to Havana for the [ormal signing
of the annual protocol. At the moment, the delegalion
¢f the Cuban Ministry of Foreign Trade is still in Pe-
king, the preliminary (rads negoliations between (he
two sides are going on, an<d the annual protoco! has
nol yet been finally sign~d. If the Cuban Government
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has different ideas or demands, it can very well raise
them for discussion with the Chinese Government. But
instead of doing so, Prime Minister Caslro has taken
a siep which is extraordinary in normal state relations.
At the Havana mass meeting celebrating the Tth anni-
versary of the liberation of Cuba, he unilaterally and
untruthfully made public contents of the preliminary
trade negotiations now going on between the govern-
mental departments concerned of the two countries. We
cannet but feel regret at this.

There have been trade negotiations between China
and Cuba every year, and every year differing views
of one kind or another have cropped up in the course
of them. But in the past, Prime Minister Castro never
acted as he has now. Why then has he suddenly taken
such an extraordinary step on the eve of the three

continents peoples’ solidarity conference in Havana?
This offers food for thought.

. * *

In conclusion, the responsible official of the Chi-
nese Ministry of Foreign Trade staled: The relations
between China and Cuba have been very friendly ever
since the victory of the Cuban revolution. The Chinese
people have always highly appraised the Cuban people’s
heroic struggle against U.S. imperialism and considered
it a powerful support to themselves. We are convinced
that the Cuban people will fully understand the position
of the Chinese people and their brotherly sentiments
[or the Cuban people, and that the profound friendship
between the two peoples, forged in the common strug-
gle against U.S. imperialism, will certainly continue
to develop and grow in strength despite all obslacles.

Friendship Between Chinese and African

Peoples Can Never Be Undermined
by “RENMIN RIBAO” COMMENTATOR

DISREGARDING the desire of the patriots and the
masses in their countries to develop friendship
and co-operation with China, the Governments of the
Republic of Dahomey and the Central African Republic
announced on January 3 and 6 respectively the ending
and severance of diplomatic relations with China. The
Chincse people express great indignation and protest
against such serious moves taken by the authorities of
Dahomey and Central Africa to sabotage their normal
relations with China.

The actions of the two Governments are completely
unwarranted and violate the most elementary princi-
ples in international relations. 1In their official notes
to China announcing their decisions, they did not, nor
could they, give any reason at all.

Ever since the establishment of diplomatic rela-
tions between China and these two countries, the Chi-
nese Government has consistently abided by the Five
Principles of Peaceful Coexistence and made every
effort to develop relations of friendly co-operation
and promote friendship between the people. The
Chinese Embassies in both countries have done their
utmost to fulfil this noble mission and have made
positive contributions. This is a fact which no one
can deny.

By unilaterally tearing up the agreements on the
establishment of diplomatic relations with China, the
Governments of Dahomey and Central Africa have
committed an act of perfidy. Such action cannot in
the least damage China’s prestige, but will only be
detrimental to their own international reputation. The
authorities of the two countries must bear the entire
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responsibility for sabotaging normal relations with
China.

Imperialist Machinations

That these actions were taken by the two coun-
tries in the wake of military coups d’etat was no ac-
cident. Imperialism headed by the United States,
which hates to see China develop friendship and co-
operation with these two counlries, has been working
feverishly to drive a wedge between them so as to
realize its own sinister designs. U.S. Assistant Secre-
tary of State for African Affairs Mennen Williams
visited Dahomey last October where he was very
active and shouted about “the dangers of communism.”
Shortly afterwards, the Chiang Kai-shek gang, on in-
structions from U.S. imperialism, sent ils “‘ambassador”
in Togo to Dahomey to carry out conspiratorial activi-
ties. From this, one sees at once the background of
Dahomey's recent action.

Similarly, immediately after the January military
coup d'elat in the Central African Republic, imperialist
propaganda machines spread the word that the coup
authorities of that couniry would sever relations with
China. But the Central African Government [ormally
conveyed to China on January 5 the “desire of the new
Central African Government to continue diplomatic re-
lations with the People’s Republic of China.” On the
following day, however, that Government suddenly
changed its attitude by notifying the Chinese Embassy
of ils severance of diplomatic relations with China. At
the same time, Jean-Berdel Bokassa, head of the new
Central African Governmenl, rushed oul a statement
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wildly vilifying China. To cover up his preposterous
action, Bokassa had to manufacture lies about the dis-
covery of “a stock of arms and documents.” This is
sheer nonsense. What has happened shows clearly that
the arbilvary act by the Central African coup d'elat
authoritics was entirely the result of imperialist mach-
inations.

Imperialism headed by the United States is trying
to bring aboul an adverse anti-China current in Africa
so as to cause a breach in the normal relations belween
China und the African countries and undermine the
militant friendship and solidarily between the Chinese
and Afvican peoples. Dahomey's ending and the Cen-
tral African Republic’s severance of diplomatic rela-
tions with China under the manipulation of imperial-
ism are part of this adverse current against China.

Anti-lmperialist Struggles in the Ascendant

The US. imperialists and their followers are in-
citing the people in Africa against China because they
arc afraid of the rising anti-imperialist revolutionary
struggles of the African people. They are desperately
trying to rob the African countries of their indepen-
dence and sovercignty and suppress the national-lib-
eration movement on that continent.

Radio Conakry, in commenting on the Central
African coup d'etat and others, has pointed out that it
is the policy of imperialism to recolonize the African
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the AAJA., was completely illegal

continent by subjeciing it to systematic and ruthless
exploitation.

However, the imperialist scheme will never work.
The African people’s anti-imperialist struggle is in the
ascendant. The Chinese Government and people ave
firm in their support for the African peoples’ struggle
to oppose imperialism, colonialism and nco-colonialism
and to achieve and uphold national independence. In-
stigations against China carried out in Africa by im-
perialism and its lackeys are themselves proof that the
anti-imperialist solidarity and militant friendship be-
tween the Chinese and African peoples have grown
stronger. They are also proof that imperialism and its
henchmen have become more and more isolated in
Africa and that their difficulties are increasing.

The Chinese and African pcoples have had the
common cxperience of suffering from imperialist op-
pression and have struggled together against imperial-
ism and colonialism. At present. they are still faced
with the same task of opposing imperialism and co-
lonialism and building up their own countrics. The
Chinese and African peoples are close brothers sharing
weal and woe, and they are comrades-in-arms lighting
shoulder to shoulder. This profound friendship and
militant solidarity betwcen the Chinese and African
peoples can never be undermined by imperialism or
any other rcactionary force.

(“Renmin Ribao,” January 9.)

RS NA e LD e Nt S LURS o e

Soviet Delegation Stops Over

(Continued from p. 4.)

China and doclared the Chinose
Ambassador and members of  the
Chinese  Embassy  personae  non

giatee, demanding that they leave
the ccuntry in two days. The
Chinese Charge d'Affaires immedi-
alely issued a strong protest against
this  scrious  act  of  deliberately
wrecking between  China
and the Central Alrican Republic.

refalions

A.A.J.A. Brooks No Interference

The Sceretariat of the Afro-Asian
Journalisis’ issued a
stalement  on  Junuary 8 [iimly
oppesing inferference in the associa-
tion’s infernal affairs by the Cenlral
Board of the Indonesian Journalisis®
Association. The statement declared
that the decision of the new leader-
ship of the Indonesian Journalists’
Association  to  unilaterally recall
Joesoef, acting sceretary-general of

Associalion
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and was not binding on the A.AJA,

According to a2 January 6 report
by Antara News Agency of Indo-
nesia, a  mecling  took place on
December 24 last vear between the
Indonesian . Government, the Indo-
nesian  Jouwrnalists”  Association and
Joesoel. The Cential Board of the
Indenesian
decided to appoinl Arifin Bey. head
of its international department. to
take over all the work and duties of
Joesoel as acling secretavy-genoral
of the AA.JA. The report said
that “the post will be handed over
as soon as possible.”

Juuimalists'  Association

Refuling this step as a gress infer-
ference in its internal affairs, the
statement by the A.A.J.A. Secreta-
vial said that Joesoel's appointment
as aclting secerctary-general had been
unznimeusly  approved by the
Scerelariat o which he was res-
pensible. It added that no journal-
ists" organizalion or the government
of any country could interfere in its
inteinal affairs,

In Peking

The Soviet delegation led by Al-
exander Nikolaevich Shelopin, Mem-
ber of the Presidium and Sceretary
of the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Sovict
Union, stopped over in Poking on
Januaiy 7 on its way to the Denio-
cratic Republic of Vietnam.

The delegation was met and scen
off at the airport by Vice-Premier
Li Hsien-nien and other responsible
officials,

Condolence on Shastri's Death

Premier Chou En-lai sent a mes-
sage of condolence on January 11 to
Indian President Sarvapalli Radha-
krishnan on the death of Indian
Prime Minister Lal Bahadur Shastri.
The message reads: *“Shocked o
learn of the unfortunate death of His
Excellency Mr. lal Bahadur Shastri.
Prime Minister of the Republie of
India. 1 wish to express my
condolence,”

Peking Review, No. 3
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ROUND THE WORLD

Behind Johnson’s “Peace Offensive”

A Bigger War

“While with one hand the U.S. last
week conducted a razzle-dazzle peace
offensive, with the other it prepared
for even more extensive fighting in
Vietnam if that should become nec-
essary,” wrote Newsweek (January
10) on the Johnson Administration’s
latest “peace” fraud. This is the only
conclusion one can diaw if one does
nol merely listen to whal the man in
the White House has 1o sav but ob-
serves what the Johnson Administra-
tion actually does in addition to
staging what the British paper
Sunday Telegraph called the “greatest
show around the world.” The fol-
lowing are some of (he salient facls
which show that behind Johnson's
“peace offensive,” a bigger war is in
the making.

Warmongers’ Far East trin.  In strik-
ing contrast with the aclivities of
Johnson’s “peace cinissaries” sent to
various parts of the world, US.
brasshats lately visited the Far East
onc after another. [inally meeling
tegether in Honolulu where they re-
portedly discussed specific military
moves for the escalation of the war
in Vietham. Among them were Earle
G. Wheeler, Chairman of the U.S.
Joint Chiefs of Staff, who went to
Bangkok where he held a series of
talks with the Thai authorities and
the American military and diplomatic
missions there. This was followed by
secret talks with the Chiang Kai-shek
gang in Taiwan. Wheeler threatened
on January 5 that he “will recom-
mend  resumption of bombing of
north Vietnam targels if it is decided
that the north Vicinamese are not
willing to negotiate.” U.S. Air Force
Scerctary Brown who visited Saigon
close on the heels of Whecler chimed
in the following day by adding that
the purposes of the US. “pausc in
bombing™ were “perlectly clear” as
was “what the outcome will be if the
purposes are not reached.” Wallace
M. Greene Jr., Commandant of the
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in the Making

U.S. Marine Corps, who arrived in
Saigon on January 6 also for a “in-
spection” visit, made it clear that if
the “peace offensive” failed, the U.S.
would send additional ground forces
to south Vietnam.

More reinforecements. In actual fact,
large numbers of TU.S. aggressor
troops were being sent to south Viet-
nam cven before Greene made the
acknowledgement. On December 28,
the day after the U.S.LS. made public
the so-called “14-point™ plan for the
“peacelul settlement™ of the Vietnam
question, 4,000 men of the Third
Brigade of the US. 25th Infantry
Division were airlifted from Hono-
lulu to south Victnam, where the men
of the “tropic lightning” division took
up a position north of Pleiku, “the
farthest inland that any major U.S.
combat unil has been stationed.”
Newsweel: reported that “there were
strong hints that the remainder of
the division’s 11,000 troops would
follow later this year.”

According to the Christian Science
Maonitor, the Johnson Administration
expeeted 1o boost its military strength
in south Vietnam to between 350,000
and 400,000 within the year. Quoting
an official statement, UPT reported
that a U.S. army reserve 150,000
strong would be ready to go to south
Vietnam by July 1. The U.S. Sclee-
tive Service announced on January
7 that 29,490 more men would be
inducted in February. Its spokesman
also indicated that further widening
of the scope of reeruitment was being
considered, even a return to the
criteria used in the Korean war. To
step up the recruilment of another
340,000 men to expand the U.S.
armed forces to 3 million, the au-
thorities have more than once
lowered draft-standards. They have,
for example, cancelled the “aptitude
test” for high school graduates
drafted.

Larger military spending. To flinance
the daily widening war, the Johnson
Administration is prepared to ask
Congress for additional appropria-
tions. “After a bombing pause and
a peace quest of, say, a couple of
weeks”  reported  the  Christian
Science Monitor (January 5), “Presi-
dent Johnson could claim to have met
the demands of his eritics among
Congress. the press, the public at
home, and of erities abroad. With no
response from Hanoi. he presumably
would feel free to ask Congress for
more money and men for Vielinam
and for a breader spheve of opera-
tions.” This supplementary request,
it was disclosed, would amount to
$13.000 million, thus raising the total
military appropriations for the cur-
rent fiscal year endinz June 30 (o
well  above  $62.000 million — the
highest military budgetl since World
War IL

“Emergency steps” in logistics, At
the same steps”
are being accelerate  the
transport of ammunition and other
supplies foir the U.S. troops in south
Vietnam. The US. Navy has an-
nounced a $1.900 million ship con-
struction and conversion programme
(already approved by Congress) for
224 vessels with a view {o solving
ﬂh‘ transporlation bottl neck
escalidtion ol

time, “emergency

tuken to

in the
war.

In addilion, the U.S. has been step-
ping up ils construction of poris and
bases to be completed in south Viet-
nam by the middle of this vear at an
estimated cost of some $300 miilion.
To solve port congestion and the
shortage of docks. the US, military
are sending a fleet of large banzes,
towed by sea-going tugs, and a num-
ber of fleating picrs to south Vietnam.

Gos warfare and
pelicy. To “speed the war's end,”
reporied  the Wall Street  Jowrnal
(January 5), the U.S. Joint Chiefs of
Stafl was also contemplaling expand-
ing gas warlare. The puper said:
“Military men don't expeet the Ad-
ministration’s current ‘peace offen-
sive’ to foreclose propesals, such as
a broader use of non-lethal [sic!]
gas. for pursuing the war more vig-
orously.”  The same paper also ad-
mitted that even “during the pause

“scorched  earth”
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